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L RE.4L PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest is Escape Rescue Systems, Ltd,, assignee of all rights to 
the present Application. 

11. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no other related appeals md interferences know^ to Applicants or to the 
real party in interest. 



IK. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 70 - 85, 88 - 103, 106 - 118 and 121 - 13B are pending. The appiioation 
was filed mth 69 Glaims. Claitns 1 - 69 were cancelled and new claims 70 - 138 were added in a 
preiiminai-y amendment filed on April 7, 2005. Claim 118 was ■amended and claims 86 - 87, 104 
" 105 and 119 - 120 were cancelled in the response filed on November 17, 2009. 

Claims 70 - 85, 88 - 103, 106 - 1 18 and 121 - 138 are being appealed. 



IV. STATUS OF AMEjNBMENTS 

An Amendment After Final was filed on August 17, 2010 and has been entered. 
No amendments to the claims were made in the Amendment After Final. 



\ . SI MM ARY OF C:LAi>IED SlllJECT MATTER 



Claim 70 

The present invention, as recited in claim 70, ineludes an evacuation system for a 
baiiding, the evacuation system including at least one lovv^rable, cvollapsible, generally vertical 
transporter arranged for selectable communication vvitb at least o^$e lloor of ?; Hirldn.c ar.c a 
controller for icAering the iiansporter from the a: least one fioor to a Icvci v\1"jch sg-rc;^.^ of 
persons may safely occur. 

The evacuation s>stem for a building of the present invention recited in claim 70 
is shov^'it in Figs, 1 , 3 A - 3C, 6 and 7 and described in the description thereof. 

The evacuation system for a building, of the present invention, as recited in claim 

70, includes: 

ar least one lowerable, collapsible, generally venical transporter fixanspoiters 100, 
Fig. 1; iranspOiXer 300. "..i^ 3.\-"('j atrar.gea for selectable ccmirunication 'vs,iih at least one 
floor of a building [paragi aoii bridging pages 7-8]; and 

a controller [controller 104, Fig. 1] for lov^'ering said transporter from said at least 
one floor to a level at which egress of persons may safely occur [page 7, lijnes 10-15; page 15, 
lines 27-31]. 



Claim 8§ 

1 ne present invention, as recited in claim 88, includes an evacuation system for a 
building, ti^e evacuation system including at least one iowerable, multiple-platfomi, generally 
vertical transporter aixanged for selectable communication with multipie floors of a building and 
a controller for lox^eiing the at least one transporter frotn the multiple f-oofs to at least one egress 
level at which egress of persons may sal'ely occur. 

The evacuation, system for a building of ihe presei'i invention recited in claim 88 
is shown in Figs. 1, 3A - 3C, 6 and 7 and described in the description thereof. 

The evacuation system for a building, of the present invention, as recited in claim 

88, includes: 

at least one iowerable, inultiple-piatfotm, geaemily vertical transporter 
[transporters 100, Fig. 1; transporter 300, Figs. 3A-3C] arranged tor selectable comsitinication 
^sdth multiple floors of a building [paragraph bridging pages 7-8]; and 

a controller [controller 104, Fig. 1] for lowering said at least one txansporter from 
said muitipls floors to at least one egress level at wMch egress of pei-sons may safely occisr (page 
1, lines 10-15; page iS, lines 27-31j. 
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Clam im 

Tlie present invention, as recited in claim 106, includes an evacuation system for a 
building, the evacuation system ineluding at least one lowerabie, mutualiy spacable, multipie- 
piatform, geneMly vertical transporter arranged for selectable communication with multiple 
floors of a building and a eontroiler for lowering the at least one transporter from the niuitiple 
floors to at least one egress level at which egress of persons may safely occur, mutual spacing 
between the multiple platforms being reducible. 

The evacuation system for a building of the present invention recited in claim 106 
is shovm in Figs, 1, 3 A - 3C, 6 and 7 and described in the deseriptioa thereof. 

The evacuation system for a building, of the present inventioii, as recited in claim 

106, includes: 

at least one lowerabie, mutually spacable, multiple-platfonn, generally vertical 
transporier [transporters IOC, Fig. 1: tTanspofter 300, Figs. 3A-3C] arranged for selectable 
comnimiication with multiple floors of a building [paragraph bridging pages 7-8]; and 

a controller [conti-oiier 104, Fig, 1] for iGwering said transporter from said 
multiple floors to at least one egress level at which egress of persons may safely occur [page 7, 
liiaes 10-15; page 15, lines 27-31], 

mutual spacing between said multiple platforms beii^ reducible [Fig, 3C; 
paragraph bridgiiig pages 13 and 14].: 



c a 1 1 ii 1 K 

i u la ^ <,^hoc i cl d ng po it or n^, at le<* > e ab e vOli ^ b o 4, c \ 

vert cal t arspoiler irduding t ka t one p attorm in co Tin iic^ition vv^t at v one 00 of a 
b 1 uirs* and io er ng the at ^ea&t n^ p atfonp oi the at lea- ore t ar po ler f^oir t 0 l><;t 
i.!"*- 01 c'' ice *'c-s'e\e a %nicH ^otx.>><- o pv"^onsn.^\ "^h <.i 

o r ^ 1 ^ e c eo n cia 

z 1 •> \n s iC ana oTG d.e cn"^ec r 1 uv^<"rip ic u 

'Fhe method for evacuation of a buildmg, of the present invention, as recited in 
claim 121, includes; 

positioning at least one loweraMe, collapsible, generally veitical transpoiter 

[transporters 100, Fig. 1; iTansporter 300, Figs. 3A-3C] including at least one platform in 
conimunication wi'tli at least one floor of a building [pai-agraph bridging pages 7-81; and 

lowering said at least one platform of said at least one iTanspoiler from said at 
least one tloor to at least one egress level at which egress of persons may saiely occur [page 7, 
lines 10-15; page 15, lines 27-31]. 



Claim 131 

"Fhe preseiit invention, as recited in ciaira 131, includes a method for evaeisation 
of a building, the method including positioning at least one lowerable, mutually spacable, 
multiple-platform, generally vertical transporter in communication \Niih multiple floors of a 
building, lowering the multiple platforms of the transporter irom the multiple floors to at least 
one level at which egi'ess of persons may safely occur and reducing mutual spacing betvveen the 
multiple platforms follovving the egress of persons. 

The method for evacuation of a building of the present invention recited in claim 
1 3 1 is shown in Figs. 1 , 3 A - 3C> 6 and 7 and described in the description thereof. 

The method for evacuation of a building, of the present invention, as recited in 
claim 131, includes: 

pt-sitioning at least one lowerable, mutually spacable. multiple-plaiform, general iy 
veitical a-ansporter [transpoilers 100, Fig. 1; transporter 300, Figs. 3A-3C] in eonimimication 
with mullip;^ ilo-.-!> oi'a bisilding [paragraph bridging pages 7-8]; 

lowering said m.ultiple platforms of said transporter from said multiple floors to at 
least one level at wliieh egress of persons may safely occur [page 7, lines 10-15; page 15, lines 
27-31]; and 

reducing mutual spacing betvv-een said multiple platforms following said egress of 
persons [Fig. 3C; paragraph bridging pages 13 and 14; page 8, lines 3-5], 
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Claim 135 

The present invention, as recited in claim 135.. includes a method for 
simultaneously lifting people to multiple levels of a building, the method inciuding positiomng at 
least one liflable, multiple-platform, generally vertical transporter in commiiiiication with at least 
one ingress level of a building and lifting said multiple platforms of said at least one tTansporter 
to multiple noors of said building. 

The method for simultaneously lifting people to mukipie lc\c\s of a building of 
the present invention recited in claim 133 is shovm in Figs. 1 and 2R-2S and described in the 
description thereof. 

The method for sinmltaneously lifdng people to multiple levels of a building, of 
the present invention, as recited in claim 135, includes: 

positioning at least one lliiable, multiple-platform, generally vertical transporter in 
cormtranication Vvith at least one ingress level of a building [transporters 1 00, Fig, 1 ; transporter 
300, Figs, 3A-3C] in commmiication \vitii multiple floors of a building [paragraph bridging 
pages 7-8]; and 

lifting said multiple plattbrms of i^id at least one transporter to multiple floors of 
said building \VBge 19, lines 1-6; page 15, Enes 27-31]. 



Ti5e gfounas or reieciion to be renewed are as ioliows: 

D Rejecaop or u acpci wCi ci?uns 70 ard 121 onaer L S C C3f e-^ ReeJ 
vLS PaiertNo 4 "32 2^-^^ and Kicber e alOJ*? Patent Ko 4 0^0^84^ <-na 

2i -^ejevVn v nderer^em dann^ 88 U6, 131 ard s"*^ onaei- I S C f^-> ai 
o ^ Reed S "^a^e N 4"^^2^^ anc-s-udv-c; al T>ate- Ko ^i^-^O^^S- 



appropriate and that the present claims are novel aiid non-obviouis over the art cited by the 
Examiner. 
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VII. ARGUMENT 



CLAIMS 70 ai?d 121 

1.) Rejection of independent claims 70 and 121 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Reed 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,732,235) and Kucher et al (U.S. Patent No. 4,640,384). 

The examiner rejects claims 70 and 121 based on the combination o.f Reed and 
Kucher. Claim 70 recites an evacuation system and claim 121 recites a method of evacuation of a 
building. 1 ne ar^ments presented hereinbeiow relate to claim 70 and ai-e equally applicable to 
claim 121. 

Reed describes collapsible scatYolding including a number of platfonns which can 
be suspended in spaced verdcal array by chains secured to the corners of the platform, and 
arranged at the top for the suppoit of the scaffolding by a crane or a horizomally movable trolley. 

Kucher describes an emergency evacuation system for a high-rise building 
including a cable cairied on a spool positioned on the top of the building. 

Claim 70 recites an evacuation system for a building, the evacuation system 
including at least one iowerabie, collapsible, generally vertical transporter arranged for 
selectable cosmnunication with at least one floor of a building and a controller for lowering tlie 
transporter from i.he at least one floor to a level at which egress of persons may safely occur. 
•; emphasis added) 

As discussed in detail iurtiier below, .Applicants respectfidly snhmk that claim 70 
is patentable since 1) the prior art of Reed does not show or suggest a vertical transporter, and 2) 
it would not be obvious to combine the references cited by the Examiner in the rejection. 

I. Reed Does Not Show or Suggest a Vertical Transponer 

The evacuation system of the present ii-svenrion, as recited in claim 70, includes at 
ieasi one lowerable, collapsible, generally vertical transporter. As fiurther recited in the claim, die 
ti-ansporter is arranged for selectable communication with at least one floor of a building and the 
system includes a controiler tor lowering the at least one transpoiter -from the at least one floor to 
a level at which egress may occur. 



Ir ccvrjaii :o ±e e^s acisation s>?iem of the present iaveution. Rooe describes s 
scaffolding \v'h:ci: cxi bo easil} erected ara femoved rHeed colunin 1, lines 4-5). The 
scaffoldrng of Rood includes a niunber of platforms and suspensioa means for suspending them 
in a vertical array, one spaced from another, while allowing them to be collapsed on one another 
in a stack for sio-ag;; or a-ansport and includes at least one additional cable secui'ed to tbe ovscsi 
platform and capable cf sliding— ]:referably in guided relation—to the other platfomi? b>' ^'j- lading 
in. so that the loi^vest piatforiis seearec lo ibe ?.ddiuona' cable or cables can be lifted &ni\ 
stacked against the platform above it and Dy iiirrher Vvinding in those platforms can be lifted 
against the next lowest platform and so on (Reed, column 1, lines 32-45). 

In the rejection of claims 70, 88 and 106 the Examiner wrote: 
"Reed discloses a scaffolding s^'Stem (see figures 1-4 and respective portions of 
the ?pec:l"icat5o;i) Reec farther depict? basing at "oast orie lo'!\e;abk, 
coUapslDle, n.iJtip;e-p aifoin^, muiualiv spacable. generally vemcal transpoiter 
(i.e. scaf&iding) (see figures I-4V' (Final Ofrice Action of March 17, 2010, 
page 3 J section 4, second paragraph) 

Applicants respectfully disagree v^ith the Examiner's characterization of the 
scaffolding of Reed as a 'transporter.' Not only does Reed not show or suggest mo vir-.^ I'v^ ^ i^is" - 
scaffolding in a vertical direction to transport either persons or material. Reed sP'..vu~-...ji'^ 
teaches tiiat the scaiiolding is suspended at the top level. Furthermore, the only verdcai 
movement of the piatfonns in the scafioldmg of Reed takes place wnen the piatforr:i? are moved 
relative to the fixed top pLatform during the expanding of the platforms from a stacked state 
and during the upward tnovemeiit of the platforms when being stacked from an expanded state as 
deseribedbyReed: 

"llien the winches 25 are operated to pay out the cable 25 equally at both ends, 
so that with the top platform 1 1 suspended at the correct height, the lovs^er 
piatfonns are lowered from it with them all resting on the bottom platform 1 3 
until the chains supporting the second platform from the top are fully extended 
when the fesaaiamg platforms coatiaae to drop as the winches pay out 
more mhh. FIG. 3 shovvs the sititation when the ifliird platform from the top 
has reached its final position with the suspension cables 14 hanging vertically. 



^ Y ^ % t acts thei fmal po tjo is s i 

ar s c VI a tic si^acc agair ^h^l tlie sca.^'^idti s 
as en V ti-^c siir av.e it it> not necc«sa'^ to secoiv^ ti e botfn pht%n i 

or aav or tire mterniediate piaiforms against that surface, oecause tne 
sctiTola n<J r^nairs s ol m pos t on imaei its o\vr ght le-'d co ann " 
ones 33-Di. enit>hasis aadeaj 

-\it i~iic'^ii e 

cavctt ar^ oil iCTi a e not ir ^t idareeriplv oix^ej^h ^° ~i ^ 
ana m the aescnption thereof. Furthermore, it would be impossible i«r the plaaorms to be ioaaed 
at hts tinv Stic pno*- o being expanded Jie\ a.e m a stacked ta*e Tbxx-^ the w^ncmng o <be 
c Tc]g3'^<^ 3t Rcvd IS nereh a n^ecbanism or expand ng or cort^ct ng tlie p aitoims tie 
l^oi'^i " ^ ^ ti, ncfL t p piatforsa ead the Swattolamg is ro* nterded to oe usv.d ana 
caM5.ot 0e usea as a tianscorier. 

i! b o art<? argatrents ^resented ah "vt ^t. Fxar^mer ^ ite 

1 act t lat pcv.r> c c-ui r o\c trom one p attorra to [tne anoihv.r eitn«^ to or 
aowB does not prevent the scaitoiding sYStem of Reea to be raisea or lowered 
(le 0-"!% ubed ^0 is'" r -^r) if mal O&ce Vet' on ot March 1" ''''iO 
Response lo Arguments, oage 8 J 

lar ^ c ^ 

a av ca. a. 3'^^, <it>sug?etMb t e hxai^iinu R spc lo^i c ihi cp ro 
c&nBot be wmeheci whiie people are located thereon, rarher. people on a piatfomi ox the 
scattoloms must move theretrom before wsnchmg the platform can cojameisce. Reed states: 
"A wmch may be meliided at the top of each adaitional cable. perMps on tiie 

'5 t L "lU ^ US<_ 1 °\ lol n ID 

c It 1 1 e i at P'n 41 1 r e I 

uiciiT? i| ierL nci 1 

seeessarv for people ob the lowest platforms to chmh up m hsgaer 
piatiorsas before wmcnaig can eommeace. (Reed, coiiutm 1, mies 4^-32, 
emphasis added) 
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In contrast the eyacuation system of the present invention, as recited in claim 70, 



includes a transporter and a controller for lovvering the transporter from One floor of a building, 
at whicii they have been positioned, to a different level of a binlding, at which egress may safely 
occur. 

II. CoiBbsBatlosi of Reed and Kacher 

Applicants respcclfully submit that it v^ould not be obvious to modify Rood to 
include ihe teachings of Kucher as suggested by rhe Ej^ininer nor would it be obvious to modify 
Kucher to include the teachings of Reed. 

While the prior art of Kucher, as well as the system and method of the present 
application, relate to building evacuation systems and methods, the prior art of Reed relates to a 
system and method for providing scaffolding that is easily erectable and removable. (Reed, 
column L lines 4-5). 



In the rejection of clabTis 70, 88 &i\d 106 the Examiner wrote: 
"Reed discloses a scaffolding system (see figures 1-4 and respective portions of 
the specifiGation). Reed further depict having at least one lowerable, 
collapsible, muitiple-platforni, mutually spacable, generally vertical transporter 
(i.e. scaffolding) (see figures 1-4) ... Reed does not explicitly describe a 
controller to control the winch for lowering the scaffolding (i.e. transporter) for 
evacuation of a building. Nonetheless, Kucher et al. discloses an evacuation 
system having a trarlvSporter which uses a winch that is driven by a motor that is 
oontrblied by a CGntroller to lower and raise tlie transporter from one floor to a 
level at which a person can safely egress in c^e of emergeticy." (Final Office 
Action of March 17, 2010, paragraph bridging pages 3-4) 

Funhermore, the Examiner wrote: 
"In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established 
by conibuiiiig or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed iriventios where there is some teaching, siiggestion, or motiyatioti to 
do so foitnd eithsr in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
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available to one of ordixiary skill in the art, See in re Fine. 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fe4. Cir. 198:8)- In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2:d 1941 
(Fed. Cir. 1992) and KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 82 USPQ2d 1385 
(2007). In this case, Reed clearly diselosss that the scs^oldiag system 
iiieiuies a wlaeh, vv-hich would be obviously driven by a motor being 
controlled for lowering the scaffolding from one upper point to a lower point 
and vice versa, The fact that people can move from one platform to the aD.other 
either up or down does not prevent the scaffblding system of Reed to be raised 
or lowered (i.e. being iise for transportation), in addition Kueher clearly 
teaches that moving a platform (i.e. ixansporter) up or down in a building is 
well know in the art. Moreover, it may seem that the claitns would have been 
obvious because the design incentives or market forces provided a reason to 
make axt adaptation, and the invention resulted from an application of the prior 
Miowledge as describe by Reed in view of Kucher in a predictable manner." 
(Final Office Action of March 17^ 2010, Response to Arguments Section, 
paragraph bridging pages 7 and 8) 



As noted above, not only does Reed not show or suggest using the scaffolding as a 
vertical transporter as suggested by the Examiner, Reed specifically teaches that a platform 
cannot be \vinched while people are located thereon, rather, people on a platform of the 
scaffolding .must move tlierefrom before wiaclnag the platform can commence. Fuilhermore, 
Reed teaches that movement of people must be accomplished by the people moving betw'sen 
levels of the scaffolding and not by movement of the scaffbldiag. Additionally, merely becatise 
Reed uses a winch to move the platforms relative to one another does not in any way show or 
suggest using a winch to transport a platform relative to a building for evacuation thereof 

Applicants iurther note that even if one were looking to provide a solution for 
evacuation of a bmlding, one would not look to Reed's scaffolding to provide that solution, since^ 
Reed's scaffolding must be stacked by winching the platforms upward, which would cause 
unnecessary delay in evacuation of a building, as seen in Reed's explanation of the stacldng of 
the scafS)lding; 

, . scaffolding comprises a number of pla.tfQnriS and . . . suspension means for 
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suspending them in a veiiical array, one spaced from another, while allowing 
them to be collapsed on one aiaother in a stack for storage or tr^sport, and 
includes at least one additiona! cable secured to the lowest platform and 
capable of sliding-preferably in guided reiatios-to the otlier platforms by 
winding in, so that the lowest platform secured to tlie additional cable or 
cables c&s be lifted and stacked against the platform above it and by 
fisrtlier winding in those platforms can be lifted against the next lowest 
platform and so on." (Heed, column 1, lines 32-45). 



As discussed above, the top piatfoitn of Reed's scaffolding must be placed at a 
fixed level of a building before the lower platforms can be opened by loweiing them from the top 
platform. Therefore, even if one were to combine the teaching of Reed and Kucher to proyide a 
mechanisBi for moving Reed's scaffolding relative to the building, the platfonns would first need 
to be placed in an open position opposite the levels of the building to be evacuated. Then, the 
entire scaffolding would need to be lowered to place the lowest platfbrtn opposite the egress 
level. After unloading the lowest platform, the lowest platform wotild tlien need to be winched 
upward to be stacked against the second lowest platlbrm before the scaffolding could then be 
lowered again and the second lowest platform placed opposite the egress level. I'his time 
consuming upward winching before lowering the next platform to the egress level would need to 
be repeated for each platfosin. 

Applicants therefore submit that it would not have been at all obvioas for one 
skilled in tlie art to combine Reed, which relates to a stationary scaffolding, and Kucher, which 
relates to building evacuation, to provide a building mcuation system and method. 
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CLAIMS mammd 131 

2) Rejection of independent claims 88, 106, 131 and 135 imder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
oyer Reed (U.S. fmnt No. 4,732,235) and ICucher et ai (U.S. Patent No. 4,6403§4), 

The examiner rejects claims 88, 106, 131 and 135 based on the combinatioxi of 
Reed and Kucher. Claims 88 and 106 reeite e%'acuation systems, claim 131 recites a method of 
evacuation of a building and claim 135 fecites a method of simultaneously lifting people to 
multiple levels of a biiildimg. The arguments presented hereinbelo^v relate to claim 88 and are 
equally applicable to claims 106, 131 and 135. 

Reed describes collapsible scafFoIding including a number of platforms which can 
be suspended in spaced vertical array by chains secured to tlie comers of the platform, and 
arranged at the top for the support of the scaffolding by a crane or a horizontally movable trolley, 

Kacher describes an. emergency evacuation system for a high-ri.se building 
including a cable canied on a spool positioned on the top of the building. 

Claim 88 recites an evacuation system ibr a building, the evac^iation system 
including at least one lowersble, laiiitipie-piatform, generally vertieal transporter arranged 
for selectable commmucation with multiple floors of a building and a controller for lowering the 
at ieeist one transporter from the multiple fioors to at least one egress level at which egress of 
persons may safely occur, (emphasis added) 

As discussed in detail further below. Applicants respectmlly submit that claim 88 
is patentable since 1) the prior art of Reed does not show or suggest a vertical transporter, and 2) 
it woiild not be obvious to combine tiie references cilsd by the Examiner in the rejeetion. 

L Reed Does Not Show or Sssggest a Vertical Transporter 

ihe osacuatior s>sicm oflhe present indention, tiS recited in cLrLni 8S, includes :ji 
least one ic^^crablc niultiple-platform, generally vertical traiisporier. As furtlier recited In the 
claim the transpoiter is arranged for selectable communication with mukiple floors of a building 
and the system includes a controller for lowering the transporter from, the multiple floors to at 
least one level at which egress may occur. 

In contrast to the evgcisatson system of the present im/ention. Reed describes a 
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scaffolding which can be easily erected and removed (Reed, coluiBn L lines 4-5). The 
scafiblding of Reed includes a number of pLatforms aijd suspension meaiis for suspending them 
in a vertical array, one spaced from another, while allowing theni to be collapsed on one anotlier 
in a stack for storage or transport and includes at least one additional cable secwed to the lowest 
platform and capable of siiding-preferably in guided relation—to tlie other platforms by wMding 
Ib, m that the lowest platform secui-ed to the additional cable or cables c&n be lifted md 
stacked sgaisst the piatforss afeove it, and by further winding in those platfonns can be: lifted 
against the next lowest platform and so on {lleed, column 1 , lines 32-45). 



In the rejection of claims 70, 88 and 106 the Examiner wrote: 
"Reed discloses a scafFolditig system (see figures 1-4 and respective portions of 
the specification). Reed fbrther depicts having at least one iGwerable, 

collapsible, multiple-platform, mutually spacable, generally vertical txansporter 
(i.e. scaffolding) (see figures 1-4)" (Final Office Action of March 17, 2010, 
page 3, section 4, second paragraph) 

Applicants respectfully disagree with tlie Examiner's characterization of the 



scaffolding of Reed as a 'transporter.' Not only does Reed not show or si^gest moving the entire 
scaftbiding in a vertical direction to transport either persons or material. Reed specifically 
teaches that tlie scaffolding is suspended at the top level. Furthermore, the only vertical 
rnovement of the platfomis in the scaffolding of Reed takes place when the platfonns ai-e moved 
relative to the fixed top platform during the expanding of the. platforms from a stacked state 
and during the upward movement of the platforms when being stacked from an expanded state as 
described by Reed: 



"Then tile winches 25 are operated to pay out fm cable 25 equally at both ends, 
so tliat with the top platform 11 suspended at the correct height, the lower 
platforms are lowered irom it with them all resting on the bottom platform 13 
until the chains supporting the second platform fi-om the top are faily extended 
when the remainiag platforms contmse to drop ns the wissehes pay out 
more cable. FIG. 3 shows the situation when the tliird platform from the top 
has reached its final position with the suspension eables 14 hanging veftieally. 
Eventually all the platforisis reach their ffaal positions as shown in FIG. 4, 
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and it has been found that if the surface against which the scaffolding is 
assembied is a vertical surface, it is not necessary to seciire the bottom platform 
or any of the intermediate platforms against that surface, because the 
scaffolding remains stably in position under its ow. weight/' (Reed, column 3, 
lines 33-51 , emphasivS added) 

Applicaiit also notes that at the time the platforms m-e being moved vertically 
r^.c ; \ e lo i: ^ p.a" "cv^i tho platlomis are not in ase and are empt} <?s c'earl} seen :n ! --^ 
and in the description thereof. Fnnhermore. it 'w-ould be impossible for tne platforms to be !oadec 
at this time, since prior to being expanded they are in a stacked state. Thus, the v^inching of the 
scaffolding of Reed is merely a mechanism for expanding or contracting the scaffolding relative 
to the fixed top platform, and the scaffolding is .ot intended to be used and cmvtot be used as a 
transporter. 

In t.-.c response :o 'n^' ^ ri^r-'s prCi<cr*oc abc'^ e, vsc Hxc^niner wrote: 

"The fact that peep j . n „ .o.r o.v^ ">^..o..r ;o ih^^ drot!\n eiber up or 
do'ft'n does not prex cnt the scaffolding system of Reed to be raised or lowered 
(i.e. being used for transportation)." (Final Office Action of March 17, 2010, 
Response to Arguments, page S) 

Applicants note that not onlj doe? Reed not show or suggest ■':sirg the scaffoicirg 
as a Nemcal traiLsponer as suggestec bv ^ . ^ spec . \ e.c ^ o.o^ 

canaot be winched whik people are located thereon, iaiher, peopie on a platform of Lie 
scaffolding must move therefrom before mKching tise platform can comsaeace. Reed states: 
"A winch may be included at the top of each additional cable, perhaps on the 
top platform, but whether such a winch is used or an external winch, it will be 
that leas.1 ibo !0\%v's: platforsrs can be \e:y cuiciv';; :a:i.oo r^o"c'> b} 
nirc;-..';;: m u .or tvur-ple th^ sea bcco tes Nory rcugb c.";ok') It Is osilj' 
.necessary for people on the lowest platforms to climb ijp to higher 
platfsrjas before wlBchiag can eommeace." (Reed, column 1, lines 45-52, 
emphasis added) 

In contrast, the evacuation system of the present invention, as recited in claim 8§, 
includes a transporter and a controller for lowering the transporter from multiple levels of a 
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baiiJiiig, at wbici ihcy have been positioHed, to a different level of a building, at which egress 
may safely occui-. 

IL CombiaatioB of Reed and Kischer 

Applicants respectfully submit that it would not be obvious to modify Reed to 

include the teachings of Kiicber as suggested by the Exaininer nor would it be obvious to modify 

Kucherto include the teachings of Reed. 

While tlie prior art of Kucher, as v/eil as the system md method of the present 

appiica:tion, relate to building evaciiation systems and methods, the prior ail of Reed relates to a 

system and method for providing seaffolding that is easily erectabie and remoYable. (Reed, 

coluimi 1 , lines 4-5). 

In the rejection of claims 70, 88 and 1 06 the Examiner wrote; 
''Reed discloses a scaffolding system (see figui-es 1-4 and respective portions of 
the specification). Reed further depict having at least one lowerabie, 
collapsible, muMple-platform, mutiially spacable, generaily vertical transporter 
(i.e. scaffolding) (see figures 1-4) ... Reed does not explicitly describe a 
controller to cpntroi the i^inch for lowering the scafFolding (i.e. transporter) for 
evacuation of a building. Nonetheless, Kucher et aL discloses an evacuation 
system having a transporter wiiich uses a winch thai is driven by a moxor that is 
contxolied by a controller to lower and raise tlie transporter from one fioor to a 
level at which a persoii can safely egress in case of emergency," (Final OfBce 
Action of March 1 7, 201 0, para^ph bridging pages 3-4) 

Furthermore, the Examiner mote: 
"In response to applicant's argunient that there is no suggestion to combine the 
referencevS, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established 
by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teacifiing, suggestion, or motivation to 
do so fouiid either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinar>' skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988): In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 
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(Fed. Cir. 1992) and KSR Intanadonal Go. v. Teleflex Inc., 82 USPQ2d 1385 
(2007). in this case, Reed dearly discloses that the seaffoldlisg system 
mcludes a winch, which would be obviously driven hy a motor being 
controlled for lowering the scaffolding from one upper point to a lower point 
and vice versa. The fact feat people can move from one platform to the another 
either up or down does not prevent the scaflbldiBg system of Reed to be raised 
or lowered (i.e. being use for transportation). In addition Kuclier clearly 
teaches that moving a platform (i.e. transpoiter) up or -down in a building is 
well known in the art. Moreover, it may seem tliat the claims would have been 
obvious because the design inceiitives or market forces provided a reason to 
make an adaptation, and the invention resulted fsiom an appliGation of the prior 
knowledge as describe by Reed in view of Kucher in a predictable majmer.*' 
(Final Office Action of March 17, 2010, Respon.se to Arguments Section, 
paragraph bridging pages 7 and 8) 



A-s noted above, not only does Reed not show or suggest using the scaffolding as a 
vertical transporter as suggested by the Examiner, Reed specifically teaches tiiat a platform 
cannot be winched vMi& people; are: located thereon, rather, people on a platform of the 
scaffolding must move therefeom before winching the platform can commence. Furthermore, 

Reed teaches that movement of people niust be accomplished by the people moving between 
levels of the scaffolding and not by movement of the scaffolding. Additionally, merely because 
Reed uses a winch to move the platforms relative to one another does not in any way show or 
suggest using a winch to transport a platform relative to a building for evacuation fliei«;of. 

Applicants further note that even if one were looking to provide a solution for 
evacuatiors of a building, one would not look to Reed's scaffolding to provide that soluiion, since 
Reed's scaffolding must be stacked by wdnching tlie platforms upward, wiiich would cause 
unnecessary delay in evacuation of a building, as seen in Reed's expianation of the stacking of 
the scaffolding: 



"... scatiblding comprises a number of platforms and suspeBsion means for 
suspending them, in a vertieal array, one spaced from another, while allowing 
them to be collapsed on one another in a stack for storage or transport, and 
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iBciudes at least one additiGiiai cabie secured to the iovvest platform and 
capable of siiding-preferably in guided relation-to the other platforms by 
winding in, so that the lowest piatform secured to the additional cable or 
cables can fee lifted and stacked against the platform above it, and by 
forther winding in those platforms can be lifted against tile next lowest 
platfoiiii and so on/' (Reed, coliarsn 1 , lines 32-45). 

As discussed above, die top piatform of Reed's scaffolding must be placed at a 



fixed level of a buiidiag before the lower platforms can be opened by lowering tliem from the top 
platform. Therefore, ewn if one were to combine the teaching of Reed and Kucher to provide a 
mechanism ibr moving Reed's scaffolding relative to the building, the platforms would first need 
to be placed In an open position opposite the levels of the building to be evacuated, 'Olen, the 

entire scaffoldirig vvould need to be lowered to place the lowest platform opposite the egress 
level. After unloadirsg the lowest platforni, the lowest platfonn would then need to be vvinched 
upward to be stacked against the second lowest platform before the scaffolding could then be 
lowered again and the second lowest platform placed opposite the egress level. This time 
consuming upward inching before lowering the next platfoi-m to the egress level would need to 
be repeated for each piatform. 



Applicants therefore submit that it \mi\\d not have been at all obvioas for one 



skilled in the arr to combine Reed, which relates to a stationary scaffolding, and Kucher, which 
relates to building evacuation, to provide a building evacuation system and method. 



As discussed hereiiiabo\ e. Applicanls respectfully s-iibmit that the prior art of 
Reed and Kucher, alone aiid in combination, does not show or suggest the systems and methods 
of the present invention as recited in independent ciainis 70, 88, IQ6, 121, 131 and 135 since 
Reed does not show or suggest a generally vertical transporter and it would not have been 
obvious to combine the prior art references of Reed and Kucher, 



Inasmuch as independent claims 70, 88. 106, 121. 131 and 135 of the present 



invention are deemed patentable over the cited prior art, Applicants respectfully submit tliat 
dependent claims 71 ^ 85, 89 - 103, 107 - 1 18, 122 - 130, 132 ^ 134 and 1 36 - 138, each of which 
depends from one of the above independent claims, are also patentable over the cited prior att. 
Therefore, as discussed hereinabove, all of the claims of the present invention ai-e novel and non- 
obvious over the art cited by the Examiner. 
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This Appendix includes ail cMms in their present state. 
h69, (Cancelled) 

70. An evaeuatioa system for a building eGmprising; 

at least one lowerable, collapsible, generally vertical transporier aarranged for 
selectable communication with at least one floor of a building; and 

a controlier for lowering said transporter from said at least one floor to a level at 
which egress of persons may safely occur. 

71 . An evacuation system according to claixn 70 and wherein said at least One 
transporter comprises a multiple-platform transporter, arranged for selectable communication 
with multiple floors of a building. 

72. An evacuation system according to claim 71 and wherein said at least one 
nuUtiple-pIationn transporter comprises: 

a pltjrality of staekable platforms arranged to be supported on multiple generally 
vertical supports, at least some of said plurality' of staekable platforms being arranged in 
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ffiiituaiiy spaced relationship, saeli in commuiucation with a different fioor of said building for 
evacuation loading. 

73. .'\n evacuation system aecording to claim 72 and wherein said pliitality of 
stackabie platforms are arranged in a mutually collapsed relationship when not in use, 

74. An evacuation systens aceijrding to claim 72 and wherein said plurality of 
stackabie platforms are arranged in a mutually collapsed relationship following evacuation 
tmloading. 

75. An evacuation system according to claim 72 and wherein said miiltiple generally 
vertical supports comprise cables, 

76. An evacuation system according to claim 72 and wherein said multiple generally 
vertical supports comprise rigid support elements, 

77. An evacuation system according to claim 72 and wherein said piuralit>^ of 
stackabie platforms each comprise a bottom support surface and a peripheral enclosing element. 



7S. An evacuation system according to eiaim 77 and wherein said periphefal 

enclosing element comprises a wall element formed of fabric. 
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"9, An evacuation system according to claim 78 aiid wherein said fabric comprises at 

least one of a heat resistant fabric, a fire resistant fabric aiid a smoke resistant fabric. 

8:0. An evacuation system according to claim 70 and also comprising at least one 

building moiuited stabilizing element cooperating: mih said transporter for stabilizing said 
transporter against lateral forces. 

81. An eYacuation system according to claim 71 and wherein: 

said At least one ti-ansporter comprises a plurality of ti-ansporiers: and 

said coatrolier is operative to individually control indi\'idnai ones of said plurality 

of transporters ^^-iierein multiple platforms of different transporters may be simultaneously 

positioned in conmnmication with diiFeTent groups of multiple floors of said building for 

simultaneous evacuation loading. 

S2. An evacuation system according to claim 71 and wherein: 

said controller is operative to simultaneously position said multiple platforms in 
communication with mdtiple egress levels of said building for simultaneous evacuation. 



83. An evacuation system according to claim 71 and wherein said at least one 

transporter is also operative for liiMng persons &om said egress level to said multiple floors of 
said building. 
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84. Ail evacuation system according to claim 70 and wherein said transporter is 
building mounted. 

85. An evacuation system according to claim 84 and whereiii said controller is 
operative to selectabiy lower said at least one transporter to said egress level .in tlie abseiice of 
eiectrical power, 

86-87. (Cancelled) 

88 . Ml evacuation system for a building comprising : 

at bast one lowerable, mnltipie-piatform, generally vertical transporter arranged 
for selectable conminnication xvitli tnuitiple floors of a building; and 

a controller for lowering said at least one transporter &oin said multiple floors to 
at least one egress level at which egress of persons may safely occur. 

89. An. evactiation system according to claim 88 and wherein said at least one 
lowerable, inultiple-platfonn, generally vertical transporter comprises: 

a pluraiit)' of stackable platforms arranged to be supported on multiple generally 
vertical supports, at least some of said pluraiits' of stackable platforms being aiTanged in 
mutually spaced relationship, each in communication with a different floor of said building for 
evacuation loading. 
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stacKabie p.attoms a.e arranged m a mutua 1} co lapsed relationship v lie^^ not ir a^e 

91. An evacuation system according to claim 89 and wherein said plurality of 
stackabie platforms are arranged in a mutually collapsed relationship ioilov^ing evacuation 
unloading. 

92. An evacuation system according to claim 89 aiid v^'herein said multiple genemlly 
veitical supports comprise cables, 

93. An evacuation system according to claim 89 and wherein said multiple generally 
vertical supports comprise rigid siipport elements. 

94. An evacuation system according to claim 89 and wherein said plurality of 
stackabie platforms each comprise a bottom support surface and a peripheral enclosing element. 

95. An evaeuation system according to claim 94 land wherein said peripheral 
enclosing element comprises a wall element formed of fabric. 

96. An evacuation system: according to claim 95 and wherein said tahric comprises at 
least one of a heat resistant fabric^ a tire resistant fabric and a smoke resistant fabric- 
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97, An evacuation system according to claim 88 and also comprising at least one 
buildiiig moiuited stabilizing element cooperating mih said transporter for stabilizing said 
transporter against lateral forces, 

98, An evacuation system according to claim 88 and wherein: 

said at least one transporter compdsss a plurality of transporters; and 
said controller is operative to individtially control individual ones of said plurality 
of transporters wherein multiple platft)rms of dlffeiBnt transportefs may be simnltaneously 
positioned in communication with d^ferssit gCQMps of multiple -floors of said building for 
simyitaiieous evacuation ioading. 

99, An eyacuation system accoMing to claim 88 and wherein ; 

said controller is operative to simnitaneously position said multiple platforms in 
communication with multiple egress levels of said building for simultaneous evacuation. 

100, An evacuation system according to claim 88 and wherein said at least one 
transporter is also opei^tive for lifting persons from said at least one egress level to said multiple 
floors of said bmlding. 



101. An evacuation system according to claim 88 and wherein said multiple platforiiis 

comprise nestable platforms. 
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102. Ac evacuation system according to claim 88 and wiierein said traiispoiter is 

building moimted. 

1,03. An evacuation system according to claim 102 aiid wherein said controller is 

operative to selectably lower said at least one transporter to said at least one egress level in the 
absence of electrical power, 

104-105. (Cancelled) 

1 06. An evacuation system for a building comprising: 

at least one lowerable, mutually spacable, muitlple-platform, gerserally vertical 
transporter arranged for selecmble communication v^^'ith multiple iloors of a building; and 

a controller for lowering said transporter from said multiple floors to at least one 
egress level at whicb egress of persons may safely occur, 

mutual spacing betvv'een said muitipis platforms being reducible. 

107. An evacuation system sccordiag to claim 106 and wherein said at least one 
transporter comprises a pluralit}' of stackable platforms arranged to be supported on multiple 

generally veitical supports. 



108. An evacuation system according to claim 107 and wherein said multiple generally 

yertieal supports comprise cables. 
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1 09. An evacuation system according to claim 1 07 aiid wherein said multiple generally 
vertical support comprise rigid support elements, 

110. An evacuation system according to claim 107 and wherein said plurality of 
stackable platforms each coniprise a bottom support surface and a peripheral enclosing element. 

111. An evacuation system according to claim 110 and wherein said peripheral 
enclosing elsment comprises a waU element formed of fabric, 

112. An evacuation system according to claim 1 1 1 and wherein said fabric comprises 
at least one of a heat resistant &bric, a fire fesistant fabric and a smoke resistant fabric. 

113. An evacuation system according to claim 106 and also comprising at least one 
building mounted stabilizing element cooperating wiih smd transporter for siabiiixing said 
transporter againjit lateral forces. 

114. An evacuation system according to claim 1 06 and wherein: 

said at least one transporter comprises a pluralit}' of trmispoiters; aid 
said controller is operative to mdividually control individual ones of said plurality 
of trai^sporters wherein multiple platforms of different transporters may be simultaneously 
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positioiied in commiUiication with different groups of multiple floors of said building for 
simultaneous evacuation loading. 

1 1 5. An evacuation system according to claim 1 06 and wlierein; 

said eontroiier is operative to simultaneousiy position said multiple platforms in 
communication mth multiple egress levels of said building for simoltaneous evacuation. 

116. An evacuation system according to claim 106 and wherein said at least one 
transporter is also operative for lifting persons from said at least one egress level to said multiple 
floors of said building. 

117. An evacuation system according to claim 106 and wherein said transporter is 
building mounted. 

118. An evacuation system according to claim 117 and wherein said conti-oiler is 
operative to selectably lower said at least one transporter to said at least one egress level in the 
absence of elecla-ieal power. 

119-120. (Cancelled) 



121. 



A method for evacuation of a building comprising: 
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positioning at least one lovjierabie, collapsibk, generally vertical transporter 
includitig at least one platform In commimication vMi at least one floor of a building; and 

lox^'sriiig said at least one plarfdrni of said at least one transporter from said a:t 
least one floor to at least one egress level at which egress of persons may safely ocear. 

122 . An e\«aGuation method according to claim 121 and wherein; 

said at least one transporter comprises a multiple-plattbnn transporter; and 

smd positioning comprises selectahly positioning said multiple platforms in 

comrnunication Mill multiple floors of a buiiding. 

123. An evacuation method according to claim 1 2 1 and also Gomprising stabilizing said 
transporter against lateral forces, 

124. JKn evacuation method according to claim 122 and wherein- 
said at least one transpoiter comprises a plurality of transporters; and 

said selectably positioning comprises simultaneously positioiiing individual ones 
of said plurality of transporters s^'herein multiple platforms of different traissporters are in 
communication -mth different groiips of multiple floors of said building tor simultaneous 
evacuation loading. 
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125. An evacuation method according to clai.ffi 122 and also comprising 
simuitaneously positioning said multiple platforms in commursication with multiple egress levels 
of said building for simultaneous evacuation. 

126. A mettiod for evacuatioK of a building comprising: 

positioning at least one iowefable, multiple-platform, generally vertical 
ti-ansporter in communicatiQS mih multiple floors of a building; and 

lowering said multiple platforms of said at least one transporter from said multiple 
floors to at le^t one egress leyel at wMeh egmss of persons may safely occur, 

127. An evacuation method according to claim 126 md wherein said positioning 
comprises seleetably positioning a plurality of staekable piatfonnsj each in eommunicatioa ^vitii 
a different floor of said building, for evacuation loading. 

1 28. An evacuation method according to claim 1 26 and also comprising stabilizing said 
transporter against lateral forces. 

129. An evacuation method according to claim 126 and wherein: 

■ssid at least one transporter comprises a plurality of transporters; and 
said positioning comprises simultaneously positioning individual ones of said 
plurality of transporters wherein multiple platforms of different transporters are in 
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oo."'\M:r.^<r...\^ \%xir. cufererit groups of multiple floors of said building for siiTiuUaneous 
evacuation loading. 

130. An evacuation method according to ciaiiri 126 and also coniprising 
simuitaiaeousiy positiomng said muMple platfomis in communication with multiple egress levels 
of said building for simultaneous evacuation- 

131. A method for evacuation of a building comprising: 

positioning at least one lowerable, mutually spacable, multiple-platform, generally 
vertical transporter in communication with moltipie floors of a building; 

lowering said multiple platforms of said transporter from said multiple floors to at 
least one level at which e^ess of persons may safely occur ; and 

reducing mutual spacing between said multiple platforms following said egress of 

persons. 

132> An evacuation method according to claiin 131 and also Gompfising stabilizing said 

transporter agmnst lateral forces. 

! 33 . Ah evacuation method according to claim 1 3 1 and wherein- 

said at least one transporter comprises a plurality of transporters; and 
said positioning comprises simultaneously positioning individual ones of said 

plurality of transporters wherein multiple platforms of different transporters are in 
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coinnrtLriicadovi with ditTereni grcmps of muiiipie floors of said building for sitnultaiieous 
evacuation loading. 

134. An evacuation system according to claim 131 and also comprising simultaneously 
positioning said multiple plaribrms in conmunicadpn- wirfx miutipie egress levels of said building 
for simultaneous evacuation. 

135. A method for simultaneousiy lifting people to multiple levels of a building 
comprising: 

positioning at least one Hftabie, muitipie-platfonn, generally vertical transporter in 
communication with at least one ingress level of a buiiding; and 

lifting said multiple platforms of said at least one transporter to multiple floors of 

said buiiding. 

136. A method according to claim 135 and Vi^erein said positioning comprises 
sequentially positioning a pluraiity of stackable platforms, each in communication with said 
ingress level. 



137. A method according to claim 135 and also comprising stabilizing said txansporter 

against lateral forces. 
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said niultipie platforms in communication with multiple ingress levels of said building for 
simtiltaneous loading. 
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APPENDIX B - EVIBENCE 



No evidence pursuant to 37 CFR 1.130, Li3l, 1.132 or entered by or relied upon 
by the Examiner is being submitted. 
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APPENBIX C - RELATED PEOCEEDINCSS 



No related proceedings are refereiiced in section II above, heme copies of 
decisions in related proceedings ai^e not provided. 



